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stage of the ac demic semester. This questidnnaire (see attached '
sample instrumént in appendlx) is designed to\provide a pipe]iﬁe
‘The findings from
fu] for po]icy

for feedbac to 1nstructors and adm1nlstrators
this Survéy type 1nstrument have provided data#

i\

and p]annlng purposes, as well -as to generate a data base for

< £
various research endeavors. C - -

_This’papen summarizes .a great deal of information from the
1031 questionnaires submitted during the spring 1975 TV College

semester. In addition, achievement data was gathered for the en-

. tire sprlng 1975 TV College populatlon of over 1700 students.
. The fo]Tow1ng findings and. conc1u51ons would seem to have implix

\
cations in numerous areas for ‘Yhe field of mediated educatlongl

instruction. . R Y
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’ TV COCLEGE SPRING 1975 STUDENT SURVEY
Highlights of the Survey ,/  ~ . 4 '
-- Average student age is now 30.6 years;.in 11ne with recent TV College
o - trends N ) ;
i i . - . . . ' . |
\ -- Women, as usual, are in the majarity (SSV VS 45%) but- the difference .
las continued to diminigh. : : ’ |
Enrollment is highest on\the south side, lowest on the w st 'side. ) ’ i
I
~ ?

* " --'Southwest, Wr1ght, and Loop CoT]eqes account for s11ght1y more than ' .
75% of the total TV Co]]ege enrollment , ‘ |
y -- Out of 1740 individuals 1n1t1a11y reg1stered for spring 1975 TV |
College (TVCY courses, 1031 questionnajre responses were obta1ned
(59.3%). ’ :
. ’ . 7

-- 281 students from correctional institutions have also registered for -

-one or more TVC courses. They will, however, not be included 1n the -
" present analyses. '

-- The present TV College courses represepted the first q.ﬂ;eqe experience

of any k1nd for over one- f1Fth of the students. -,

RN 1z §59% of.the students (82% of dthe males) were concurrently ehro]]ed in .
‘ conventional classes. .
»\ . ) . -
-- TQe number of students vieying the-course on color TY (52%) has re-
mained at the Tevels establyshed over the ,.ust severgl years.
-- Over 787 of the students rgported. that they were e1ther‘fu1]gtime T .
housewives (147) or worked 30 or more hours per week. ‘ L. : -
. ';—— Rggjstrat1on procedures have evidently, improved as over 92” of the | Coe \
. ", students reported that the.campus req1strat1o procedures resented et
) ~ either no problems (65%) or only minor snags 7%) . B A
’ _ -~ Although students generﬁ]]y ‘realized, that the oRtion to req1ster by - )
. © -mail was open to them, /less than 7% actually did\so. Only 1% o .those -
¢ - reg1ster1ng Ry ma11 encountered any 2§r1ous problgms. . : -

-- While 99\6% of the students indicated at the time of filYing out the
questionnaire that they intended to finish the coursk,/ only 50.3%
¢+ actually received a qualitative grade (A,B,C,D) dnd énother 3% had

1nconp1etes T, o T
v e . . - ~ .f ,
Y- The overall grade point average for the entiped sample (N\* 1740),
. «based on a 4.0 scale, was 2.48» | r r




—-lThe overall grade ppint. average for-the éamp]e who Submitted the -
questiannaire, based on a 4.0 scale was 2: 51, with women averaqging
2.74.and men 2.18. .

i i
!

. -- The course complet§on rate for the total sample’ 'of 1740 subjects wdo
Cslightly below. 36%. This 1s quite low in comparlson with other TV )
, * ¢ Co]]ege series. in recept years. . ) e

- L] 1 hd
- ]

-- The course completion rate for’ the popu1at1on subm1tt1ng the ques— "
tionnaires was slightly above 50%: , \ - :

-- 14.45 of the subjects reported that' they had contributed during 1974
. . to Channel 11 ,uthh is the Public Broadcast1ng out]et in the greater
I Chlcago ared. RTINS . . .
’ o -~ RN 1 . ' ¢ . ‘ . L. / * l'.
« i v N

~
»~

.
L] . L3N

This presentation of the Sbring‘1©75 data: sunmarizes infqrmatlon j N
from the entire samp]e of 1740 noM- 1nst1tut1ona1 studente, whereaposs1-'; \
ble, but focuses primarily upon the.responses of the 103L‘individdals
who completed the questionnaire. (See attached Sample quest1onna1re\)

[ ) N
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. | DETAILED SUMMARIES v 2

CAge Data S
», . ) - . \\ R . \‘
0f the 1031 responses .obtained, age. data wasﬂprovided in 863 case;\,

® v \
* For the 394 males, the average age eqda%]ed 30.1 yé\rs (s = 6.88),]
1]

.wdile
: S \
the female subJects averaged 31.1 yea s of age (+'=9.7){ The overall age

1975 enrollees. L

~— waé computed to be.30.6 years {» = 8.5) Eor the Sprin"

Table I.shows & breakdown of studemts into four a e groups: those
- ‘ \ '

“below 18, 18 - 22, 23 -35, ahd those over 35..0ver 82" 6

o

the students ,“

are above the age of 23. This student'population averages bre‘than eiqght

- L. ] Note the large standard deviation‘in the ages otithese stu- .
dents. This is indicative of the widely. varying characterxstx;s of "the

individuals whq\\eg1ster for TV’ Co]]ege courses.

4
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.- years o1der than the typlca1 undergraduate student populat1on
e - \ ‘ ) -
- Table I . A
[ ,‘. . . T
_Age Breakdown of TV College Students
Age Number . ‘”"Percent
» i
_ Betow 18 ! L2 : 2.3%
18" - 22 <, 13 . © 15.2%
3 .
23 - 35 492 57.0%. .
. Above 35 220 4 25.5%°
Total® 100.0%

I
I

|
i

863

L

ﬁ‘ Geographical Distribution

/

4
gégnts is depicted ln‘Flgure I (see following page).

—_

’

may. be quite useful’ﬁor~future recruitment effofrts.

. ses+obtained, “zip code data was provided in 866 cases.

/
(

i

This 1?1ustratqon N
0f the 10 espon-

Thfs 84% sample

v

The geograph1c 1 d1stn1but1on “pf the res1dences of TV Colﬂege stu-

PP

-
e

H

F ]

should therefore be’very representative of the total Spring 1975 sstudent
population. &s can be?seen below, the mos t heavi]y represented areas are

in the southwest ang_nnrth central’ ne1ghbonhqods The lowest usage’ area

p———

1s c1ear1y in the west s1de of the city.

e T ' . + -
» T ) ) ‘ .

]%M this group accounts for,only 2.3% of the total student
population, "the results indicate that word of TV Co]]ege courses is-bein
received, at least to a small degree, by some ,high school age .students.
With w1derezbb11cat1pn rthis small pumber might be substantially increase

t

A recruitm
sent a profitable use of. recru1tment funds as well_as being re]at1ve1y

-easy td implement.
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effort aimed at high school gu1dance counselors might repre-
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| ~Clnpis Enrollment o N

h . -, ° .

Table Ilﬂpre;enfg the breakdowp of surveyed students by cours€ and
R campus.of }eéistratjonijln'genéra1, students rggis!br at the qambus,cTosest
to their home. The'one exception to this is Lopp Cé]]ege which is located
in the hehrt-of the bus1ness district of the c1ty Many 1nd1viduals regis- ,
ter at Loop while they are at work As can be seen belowy gnro]]ment Sy '

course remained re]at1ve11 stable for each campus. v

.
?

t

.- " . o .
Southwest; Loop,and Wright po]]eges accounted for slightly more
than 75% of the total Spring 197é TV College enrb]Tment,.a]though at.least . °*

a minimal number of students registeredat each co]]eae for each_of the .

' -

w . .. 4‘ s . !
SubJects comp]et1ng the quest1onna1re responded to a wide var1etyl

e

' courses

Baad

‘e

' . Table 11~ B
- 4 B . v
L4 Enrolled Students by Course apd Campus
. Campuses . . Courses Tota]) ¢ of
Businesss101 Chi}d Dev. 101 Econ. 201 _ Malh. 111 Total
Kennedy- NP . b
King = 8 17 5 1 41 4.0%
, - toor 2| " 65 © 81 56 - 254 24.6%
: ’xa .
Malcolm X, ) 5 " . 2. ‘8 8%
Mayfair = ayg” ¢S [ S B 75 7.3%
0ljve- - PO , y
. Harvey 18 40 28 ‘-31 ' n7 1.3
v Sodthwest ey gy 74 61 326" 31.6%
Wright 46 58 72 34 210 20.47
Totals. 293 330 272 206~ 1031 -+ 100%
) T : - i Lo . L 7 )
- % of total  21.6% 32.0% - 26.4¢ 20.0%  100%

% ¥

&
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. A . )
of .personal background demogr!ph1c, arid ‘course-related 1nqu1r1es The

. 4 ,
f0110y1hg sections will deal with these areas. The data are*based'@n the

responses of the, 1031 1nd1v1duals (59 3% of the tota1 Spring, 1975 student

population of 1740) who comp]eted the quest1onna1re.

Concurrent Enrollment ' 3 b

v

« . ’.. . . )
A 1arge number of stédents (55%) responded that they were concur-#
) . |

rent]yuenrolled in one or more conyent10\a11y,taught college courses par- .

ticularly noteworthy is the fact that 82% (379 of 464) of the ma]e TVC

.
students were.algo enro]]ed in at 1east\3ne conventionally-taught campus-

‘based course. 186 of the 567;(3 %) female students also fe11 Into this

’ - . -
category. Table III will categorize students according to the number of

e ¢ ¢ ’ .
“their concurrent noanV College credit hours. The average TVC (Tv Co]]ege)

-
.

sfudenE;who is enrolled in Luth types of programs is taking slightly.over

<y

six hours of conventional college clfsgroom instruction. - -

Table I{I s e
) .« & T e <
Credit Hours of .Concurrent Non-TVC fourses” Ty
Number of . Number of - "~ % of copcurrently
~eredits © 7, students L earolled students
1-3 D & : I VY 23 B
4-6 i} 196 - ‘ 34.71
7-9 S 170 -, _30.1% -
10 - 12° , 39 ' 6.9
Over 12 ° I .22 . 3.9%
' Totals 7 565 ' '
. . . . .
. . . ’ Registration . ‘ ‘

One of the continuting goals of TV Callegeshas beén to 1ésseh the

H

-
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. L ' ¢
proB!emsnassoc1ated with req1strat10n ngcedures 'Th1s sect1on will de- )

scr1be1!he effect1veness of these efforts for the Sprifig ‘semester qf 975.
4 .

,Nhr]e'reg1strat1on by’maiT is ah aya£1aU1e:optxdn'for a“}arge pro-

portion of students, only a sma]#Juhmer are tgkihg advanthge'of this'ser-

v1ce of the JO31 1nd1v1dua1s who prov1ded reg1strat1.n data, only 69

. people (6: 7%) re?ponded that they had reg1stered by ma11 » However, of

these, 93% (64 of 69) reported that they had exper1enced\no prob]ems In
fact, on]y 1 1nd1v1dua] exper1enced ahy\serﬂous diffisulty. Thus, wh11e

few people are ut111z1ng ma11-1n reg1stratlon those that haie are very

. \ .
“satisfied., OF tHe 962 students who reqlstered at.one of' Ve campuses:,

s

-

comparably more prob]emS'were experienced than in the ma11-in procedure.

,However, by and large, ’the majority pf stublents, were stij] qe1t® satisfaed

w%th regtstration procedures for Spring 1675. Student reactions to reqis-

- - .

tration.are;§ummerized_ih Table IV. i

. \ ' ’ \ .
rable v 0 * o 3

ce
R

" Reacttons to Campus Reni<trations e,

. 9 .
Category ’ Humber . *_of. total

/ 5 .
No proéﬁerm , ' 624 ' 64.90 .
“Minor prob]ems & 1rr1tat1ons 263 . 27.3.
-A disaster o e ER 15 ) . . 7.84

- r
Totals e 9@2 _ ' ,; . 100/
. The 92% figure of "few, if.any problem" -is much higher than tfe

[ 5 -«
Spring 1974 figure, which was an improvement over previous years. Thus,
campus regjstration prd!edures have cdntinued to 1mprove in eﬁficiency by«

reducing many of the aggrevatlons and irritations involved 1n regls ering

for TV College courses. '
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‘ Typepf Television Set -

4 ° ]
. ! ) . " .
\ TV College students résponded to an item abgut, the TV set on Whﬂ(_h

- 4
‘ they primarily v-1ewed their TVC course. Th1s questton assessed whether'

-usage ‘of- co]or sets bad 1ncreased among v CoHege matrizulants. Of the s’

-

‘1031 respondents, 538 1nd1cated that they v1ewed the majority, of the1r
Y ,
c}asses on a colos set. This 52 2% figure 1s approx1mate1y the same és s e

that of the past several years L] ot’her words, the percentuge of stu-

~

dents viewing the all- co]or ‘courses has ot spb‘staht1a11y increased in

.
- -

the%past severa] .years. -~ Q . N R

/ : oL Taping of TV College Lessons D

‘ Many students have reported that the pacing of'JV Coliege lessdns ‘?\
.- ( A ’ . .

is offen very demanding.With this inwmind, it would se@¥ that the tane

Cos s ) . © . :

regording of Jessons for later review would be a useful procedure for

N ?

t 4 1
' g ' aCOping with rapidly paced sessmns h'n item was included 1n the student
- . N

quest1onna1re' (see Appendxx) to determme the extent to which s‘tudents '

A}

v

s ut111zed this techmque The results are &8s follows: Only 8 a]ways tape
) 1 : . T
their 1essons, whﬂe some ?G/q occasrona]]y do. F1na11y, m of- the'viewers
' t

1 never .tape any 1essqns for later study. Jhﬂe it would seem that the-tape .
~ﬁre{;ord1ng of 1es§'ons womd be an effectwe way, of deahnq w1th thewr per=- ~
. ¢ o -— o P} *
-+ teived .maptid pacing, tms pract1 e is not widespread. *The questmn of
whether tape record1ng is an efsztwe aid to 1earn1ng 'will be exam1ned Tn
"a,later section. 7 - T . ' - -
‘ g " é , R <
S " . ’ / . ) . .
. Previous CoHege Credity -~ R
’ .
- TV Coliege students vary great]y in the amount of. prev1ous co]]eqe e T
~ ’ - P f
. tranQng wh\u:h they brought to *fthe Spring 1975 seme<ter. Gf the students N
' ' N N 4 . B }
R . ‘ ¢ ' ' . / ’
PR I * . .
.-, .o T
LI 4
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- ) / TN o .
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. . L . ‘e

b . } . .

vt . . : . - . § .
~ ’ ‘e - ‘. e l '/) ’ . 4 ~ k v ' . * /‘l . e

i('\ «\ "\./ - . 7

who c-ompleted'- ’che,questmrmgwe. the Sprmg 1975 TV Foi]ege Course( ) /

\e

. vepresented 'the fa rst- college, expemence for over Dne fifth of this stu—

;"\

ther advanced degrees to.the .same . Co]’]ege»class. Table V deNcts the
L

var1ety and® d1str1but10n oi Ty ’Co}lege studentS‘w1th rq@d to tbe1r pre-

de}lt body- »&)‘tﬁ ?dther ext}eme 48 &tudents brought Bachelorr\iiArts O

-
-

vious, coliege ‘background,i . oy ‘_' ‘ S ':" B N .
e ST, Tablew . T < e PR
. Previous CoUege Experience * . RN .
ol lege Creditsﬁ-é Number of" Students o of Total
"to credit hours® o - o216 = O, T - 21
1 =015 credity R L > NN
1B % credits a0 L 169
31 - 45 credits I [T A LT
46 - 60 eredits . T T T S IS
“Over 60 credits S 73 YA
Assoc1ate of Arts Degree 15 ' e . .5 ”
\gachelor of Arts D?gree N I T
aster of Arts Begr/ee o 13 St S IS
AJerdls T ew” . S e
o ook LA : T
While there is a wide vamance in Eolle@e backgrounds aniong T\.’C,s,r,udents, .
( the magomty (87 havétw? years or less of college level exberience.
’ -t ) - - ey . K - . ; r. "- .
-+ b e S
. R T Emplo_yment Swiﬁuar‘y s - .

. .
Fo—

TV CoHege students.also vary greatly in thg nyiber of homs in

N 2
«

: wh1ch they work outs1de of schoo1 related act}wt]e* In gereral,” 4hé

N
gr‘ﬂt maJomty (9N ) of students work at lea<t part tigg or are f”uH ‘the

housewi ves. There appears to be a certam atiunt of u,ufu 1on 1n the re

s
LY

spondes of abqut 5% _of tthe s{ude% This confusion (uat(r‘ nnst‘ry ﬂrn

L L N
o . ¥
.. N - CY e et [ N
4 ~ “r e
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T ‘whether the fulk-time housew1fe category shou]d also have been fﬂ]ed out
i T

if a woman worked fuTT or part t1me ! Thus, the resuTt must be taken as i '

+

*h

! broadly’ md1cat1ve rather than as sharply def1ned The' 0r1g1»na1 categor’les" o
' - ‘of the quéstionnaire item have been _chTapseiii the reasons cited above. .
. L. o A ‘ . " . ‘. /' ' . . >
. SN TS et Table v e T L
. . . : . o Emp]o)’men"t D‘ata’. - -\ | St ‘ ' . N
I QH'ours.Y)orked per'week . .. Number of students ", ¢ of total
, Nome, . - e Tt e 9.1%
. . Part-st1me (1-29 hours) . 128 - oo 2.8
e Full-Time (over 30 hrs.) .- 666 * 64.6% - ‘
. Full>time housewife L 143 \ . '93.9% . ~

\ -t Totals - < 1031, ‘_. ; H00%

)
RN . t - : - . -
« . Sedb . ’ . * :'d'. j
. A * g
: . =

. o AN (Grades . . , . R
s ‘. , I Y R '. d; . . - s " ; ‘

- The foTTowmg sectlons of th1s£aper‘\w11} exam1ne, in various ways,

' ”

9. the grades and course completion rates of Spr1ng semeste‘r 1975 TVC students

y

~ TabTe VII dep1cts’~the d1$tr1but1on “of grades and w1th<ﬁ‘awals ‘for the total. «

"
t N . - -

‘ / sample | of 1740 non- 1nst1tut10naT subjects. \ C s
. " » e o
. ! . Tal;le VII D1s¥1but1on= of Raw"@gi'ades by Campus
) ‘,, amgu "‘\‘x Number of students 5 gumbergfywdes‘ of: F- RZ "
* Ke ne¢ysl<ﬁng 6 - .0 4 9 2 0 2 * 51
- lzogp ' . . 408 t-2d 54 =52 . "12 -7 18 - 244 °
© MElcolm X~ "39 0 1. 1 vo " 0 o, °~ 37
8- Mayfapr - M2 o T 20.. 14 . 107 1 0. 53
-« Olive-Harvey e 266 | 5 1 18 . 10 0. -3 219
" Southwest . : -~ 541 /7 34 78 g1 3% '8 14, - 29T
-0 Wright - 07/ .- 33 _ /51 | 43 13 5 . /8. 154
L » Totals 2'174 i ,-107' 218 " 218 82 2 /’%5\ 1049
- F o - . . / ,/ LY

There are aTso other minor sources of confus1on in th1s 1tem

| o7 It would deem feagible ‘to rewrite this item dn the future to eliminate
-, h the sources gmz1gu1ty that are{now present v o ) ,-v .t
F. o i R = 1/ncomp1e o y . ‘ A 7.
ST L W' .
t v, i ! v [ 3 . : D e
{ - 1‘3 Iy .':. . .
: T | , v, L
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The-véry 1ow number of K‘sAahd Eﬁ “and the very’ h1gh number of w1thdrawa1s

x1s made ev1dent in Tab]e VIT. There is significant var1at1on between indi-

—

v1dua1 Gampuses w1th regard to the grades and course éomp]etlon rates of

1 L
its regl.,strants.~ The following table depicts the percentile breakdown, by
- : “. - ) g g o
. Lt campus, of those students who received a qualitative grade during the Spring
] R . . " . : / . N
1975 semester. . , '
’ " Table VIII. Distribution of Qualitative Grades
Number of ° % of student$ ) -
Campus qualitative getting a qual- - % of grades of: -
_ . ’ grades jtative grade - A ‘ B - L D
( Kennedy-King 14767 20.9% 0 4.5% 13.47% 3.0% "
, Loop 139/408 3817, 5,1 13.2%  12.7% % 2.9%
© . MalcolmX ' 2/39 | 5:1% . 0 - 2.6%  2.6% 0
2 Mayfair 58/112 551.8%‘ -7 2.5 17.9% 12.5% 8.9%
f., . 'O)ibé-Harveyﬁ 44/266 - 16.5% 1.9% 4.5 6.8% 3.8%
' Southwest  228/541 L 42.1% 6.3, © .45 T150%  6.5%
Wgight, s 40/ 307 &.6% : 10.7%°  16.6% 14.0% 4.25%
4 -
' Totals  §25/1740 35.9% 6.1%  12.5%  12.5%°  4.7%
! g 7 . L T - Y e
' . e } ’
It ‘can be seen, that students from Mayfa1r, Southwest,’ and.Wright '.
co]]eges are most effectlve in comp]et1ng coursds/;or qua11tat1ve grades
f
e - A further way of.v1ew1ng the mean1ng of gradei’and the effect1veness;qi\ .
gradlng practlces is to exam1ne the d1str1butlon of drades .over ‘each of
B the fOUr courses Table IX depicts the percgntages of qua]1tat1ve grades,]
1ncompTetes, and w1thdrawa1s for each of the Spring 1975 cfﬁ}ses ,The
grades for Child Deve]opment 101 are cons1derab1y«hlgher thah those of the
other three courses. - i
“e S b ’ ‘ 4 4
. ’ <y ) / N oo ‘
’ . ." o / / .,/ - %
"
] Only the. grades of A, B, C, or D are w1ewed as qualitative
' grades here. ., - ; , L
, ¢ '
v A )
. { ) . f . b -
s ) 5 ‘ . !

hd -




* Tabje IX. Percentlle D1str1but1on of Grades bx Course
L Course Numbe of students Ny Percentage of;grades of - Igtqjs
T e A B C . D F. W R
)\B%i::;wl O 387 .3t oi27% 6.7% 3.67 4.7% 61.2% 2.8%4100.
Child-Bey. ‘101 524 8.4 20.4 126 5.3 6 51.3 1.3, 9%
Fcoromics 201 453 . _ 4 2.5 17.7. 4.2- 0. 618 2.0 100
Mathematics 1}1 - 376 27 7.4 122 56 0 67.3 4.8 100
. N -
Totads 1740 /6.0 12.0- 12.3 4.7 1.3 61.0° 2.7 100
_ - ™ .
: , . . C e .

4

»

: . : . t -
It can be seen that therg_i: considerable fluctuation th«?én courses
T

. in the distribution of grades. The¢/minimal use of non-passing grades, and

i

the ektrem§1y high number of withdrawals may be indicative of a generalized
" grading strategy. The“actual percentage of students compfeting their re-
'spectivé courses may be gleaned from data presented above. The following

\\kshquld more graphically summarjze'tha very low comp]et%on rates for the

5 courseg under study. 5 ) :
Table X, Percentage of domp]etions by Course -
. ) »
w ™ _fourse Enrolled Students Number Completing Course2 % Compteting Course
" Bus iness 101 . 387 © - 121 31.3% i
Child Dev. 101 * 524 T 245 T 46.8%
“Ecdnomics 201 - 453 | . + 154 ( 34.0%
Mathematics m ! 376 105 ' “27.9% /’"—
‘ Totals 1740 . " - 625 » N
ﬁfgf v

The final way in wh1ch«9rade data w111 "be presented will be in terms
. Pl .

of the grade/po1nt averages of the students who actually completed their

7éspect1ve courses. The gradespo1nt averages (G.P.A. ) were calculated on

~

thesbasis of a 4.0 scale
1y s - ot
. W = withdrew from course . - .
) 2 Those achieving a grade of A,B,C or D , , : g

S
- ~ . . ‘

i’\' \

’ ‘ Kg/.) . . . « . *

s

»
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". *  'The oyerall average'for all four courses was, 2.48. This sean be bro-

o >

. ken down by coﬁrsed Qus1ness 101 = 2 45 Child Deve]opment\\pl 2.65,

Econom1cs“201 ‘2. 37," and Mathemat1cs 1@; 2‘48
¢ . [ T o o . . et >

. o - R . .
.Y ] " ¢ . ¢ ‘ s

o TN SEX DIFFERE&CES

. . the fo]]ownﬁg sections W111 exam1ne the resu]ts from the Spring 1975

TV Co11ege13tudent quest1onna1re 1n€$&der ‘to, determ1né if, and to what

i

{ exten§<<:?stemat1c sex d1fferences may be operat1ng' The data“for these

!

‘analysessare necessar11y based on on]y those 1nd1v1dua]s who havé’comp]e-'
ted tdb que§i1onna1re wh11e this group comprlses on]y 60 of the total

»’
population ‘of non- 1nst1tutlona1 subJects, the numbers of ma]es and fem®les

are still qu1te §uostant1a1 Of the 1031 quest1onna1res 579 were completed
4 f" /]
by women wh11e 473 were‘subm1tted by men. Thus, the quest1onna1re sample
N .
/ 3
contalned aog<oxvmateTy vae women for\every four men This d1fference in

-

part1c1pat1on ref]ects the usual pattern of having. wonien in the maJor1ty,.

but this d1fference has, over the past seve{al years, contlnued‘to 1essen .

P . ,;1 fuiilg";); ’ . Agg - "\ . . 1_7, 'h .o
Basedaon"a sample of 863 cases:'there seems to be little difference
in the ages of7ma4e and female stddents Ma]e SubJeCtS averaged 30.1 years
(0 =6.9) while’ fema]es averaged 31. T years (6.2 9.7}, Whls measure was-
further broke’ down to see 1f~students differed 1n terms of one or more
$pec1f1c age categor1es The following four categor1es/mere used: .below -

18 (pre ce1]ege ape 18°= 22 (usual col]ege ages) 23 - 35, over years

of age The resﬂ!ts are fresented in Tab]e XI oo ' . )}

'ﬁz- . "‘" ” - / ) .ot / ’:J e .
. A . &\ -
} The age of 35 fs a, somewhat a¢b1trary choice as a dividing
Q01nt between categories. However, it does seem likely that by this age
most people have completed their formal college educatien.

. K .
~ i , .
. , v .
.

-
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- » T
- . . -
- * . - . LN . > - h *
~ te v . + ‘ . *

’ 35 category wou]d seem to be an important f1nd1ng which might have 1mp11-

- .

. : 14

, P N / . R -
. . ce \ ‘ .- o
i Tab]e:IX Age by -Sex Breakdown of. TV Go]]ege Students \\ ‘ ' S
. Age‘ Number of Number of * Percentage Number of\ Percentage ,.‘
Category Students. ' Mades of Males Q; .. Females of Females ‘ ‘
‘Below 18 ° -',2o$ S S S F A o -
8--22 13 43 . Mg oL 88 . 1% T..g
23 - 35 492, 7 260 66% . .- 232 . 4 49% -~ .
Cmbove 35 220 3 L. 2% o a3 29%
Totals 7863 ° 39 \:‘:'“ 1004, 469 100%

A

L ._/_ i e
" fs a great deal'of srm11ar7t§ between‘ma]es ahd

It can be seen that there

femnles in most of thqse categories. The predom1nance of ma]es in the 23 J '
A

. » ‘e
4
cations for the focusing of advertising and recruitment efforts. Another
ihteresting fihdiﬁd s that 87% of the males and'.79% of the fema]es ire

older than the typical' college-aged student. f~ o . o T ’

Concurrent Enrollment in Coﬁyentiona]'Co]]ege Classes

. There is a statistically significant differencel(.015 between males -

"and females in their .concurrent enrollment in nonQ}V College courses Of
\ -

the 464 male students, 37 of them (81.7%) were concurrent]y enrol]ed 1n .
ngn-TVC courses. This compares to 32.8% for the female students In add1—

tivgp, hd.ts also’ took more credit hours of<non-TVC Courses than 'did coma“

*

parab]e fema]e subjects. A typical male~student (takihg non-TVC courses)

\

was enrolled in 7 hours of non- TVC cred}irnn add1tlon Eo -his TH ColTege
course Qr courses, wh11e’the average maTe (who took non-TVC courses)e\as

enro]]ed for 5.5 hours. These figures supy rt a hot1on that v Co]]ege

-

ma1es tend\to\iake a fu11'co11ege load while part1c1pat1ng females are .

w1111ng or are forced to be part-time students. HoweVer, as' will be de-

‘lineated below, is involvement d0es not trans]ate aieei[ 1nto h1gher

N
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- grades ‘or higher course completion rates for/males
N )

" Academic Effecti\}'

.« 8

ot p051t1ve1y re]ated to co 1t1ve

-

. was 7utcome measures such as gr de

pd1 t average and course comp]et on rate Fema]e stu&ents rformed’

- ’than were
' {

mparable

dep1cts*the grade ownt

i

Y

males and femaJés for

ale suﬁjects Table
. averages and ¢ourse * ;:;ert1on\B§(t n{ages for both

- epch of- the fou Spr1ng 19%5 courses. \ oo ,3‘ . o \“Afb
. - . .o . L k
"h‘ ’Jablé'XII. Male Versu ;emalngff9ctivenes%_b} Cogrse] :‘ b" °:
. .SOQree. - . Male)ﬁ. : Fema‘e\G.P.A. Eogglzilﬁ; éo;;1£§?ﬁ;es
" BusTness 10] 2.03 . 276 o | s6.5¢ B
., Child:Dev. 10} 2.21 \ 2.95 %  56.5 W 658 B
Ecd’rpmcs 201 227 " N2 T \ . 42.3% ) 47.4%
Mathematlcs 1 3‘2‘.09" - | a1.2% © a3 v Ny
- Tetats 208 N7 . T
- . ' | | " | |

/'t is readily apparent that" there %re important sex.differences in

thégpreseni results with regard to measur:§\of academ

. effectiveness
\ o S /g(”' -
N ~’ While there are some” differences between’ individual classes, women Lon- * = -
\\ / .
sistent]y ach1eve h1gher grades an!'are more 11ke1y to fifilsh TV Co]]eg\
4 .'/ . v v N .
5, AN ) J . b} s \
\\: -\ These fhgures are based on the\quest1onna1Te sample of 1031
AN \\ . stude‘:s "The results from the questionnaire gfoup are consistent ighe)
\ than the ‘results- from the tptal population of 1740° subJects These
nces w111 be 1nvest1gated in a later section.
: s
v, .
» 4 i : - -
\\'. “ ' '\_ ’ -
T s . ‘ -
. el
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\e‘ﬁrses than are-male students. These- resu]ts are both prac’mca,]]y and

stat1st1ca11y s1gmf1cant and.seem ‘to run counter to many researcg fmdmgs N

< .
: coneemmg male versus female’ ach1evement in. comparab]e c1rcumstang:es . .
. ke . } I . . . - h ’
- = l% . 1? J K ‘ “&. ' . : . i . J
- o Other Ind1ces . ' ‘ ST

.'li com'b"a‘;atwe ana1ys1§ywas made 0n ¥} ny‘nber of other top cs. Males B
.and femq]es qu‘fered ijttle qq the quest1on of "how of(n they tape record-
ed thew 1essons .-Both groups 1nd1cated that tapmg was not a common ‘praci
twée (72% 1nd1cated that they never taped‘ any 1essons

!,

fhere are tﬂso few .
d1fferenci‘~1n terms of the prekus"' co"l'lege cred1ts of male versus fe—

mate (Spr q 1975 TV C‘]]ege studen‘ts Tab]e X111 depidts this- h1qh de- T
gr:ee of ét.mkbmt,y for the 1031 st‘udents subm1tfvng‘ the quest1onna1re ’ ) 1
, oty " Tab] III Prev1ous Coﬂege Cred1ts by Sex . . Y t
NumbeL of credrtsu /i of ma1esiN 64) .& , % of fema]es (N N = 567) . ' )
\ 0 Credits . . . .. -24 Ay ) 8.2 . _—
"N 515 credits. 96 Y - T
& : - . € - ‘. R
16%30. A N ,_,‘15.5 L PR - B
S e - B R [ A ~
.o € . .o ®, T - L . S ) .,
o w . ) 1%"‘, . . 10.8° . ‘
over 6_'cred’its Vool - 8.6 & o~ . ‘..5.6 .
.B. Deghee - - ~-ft T3 L 0 16 ‘
,.‘-‘,\l)egree- } LTy 3.0 . O A ‘
(M.5%) Degree: ; . - . .4 T L
. \Totals . =~ . = ©.99:9% . ‘:’3100% ' .
. . \'.. | r { s -

It s 1nt-erest1ng to note that 87% of both ma]es and fema]es have the '

',.4,4}‘1;/‘-»(/

equ:va]ent of two years or 1€ss of coH Qe expemence Thus" there seems = . °
vv 1

to be 11tt1e d1fference bétween ma]es and females in terms Of the amount

“of co]]pop expemence wh1ch stu‘dents brought to their Spmng 1975 TV . .
Col],eg&c.ourses. e - .‘. I o - Ce e m T .
Y 4 i
PR 1] v . 4 - »
. , 19 . ‘- N
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'above, the great maJor1ty of the ‘1975 TVC students- work at 1east part- i "

Jportant finding and seems to 1n?1cate an 1mportant sex d1fference”’

- the sex dimension

* .
Lt - ©

A The fina1'topid which'wj11 be eXp1ored with regaHd-to-sexfre1ated -

differences" 1s the non- schoo] emp]oyment of TV Co]]ege students

f

As noted C

time or are full-time housew1ves. It has also been reported that a certain .8

amount of confus ton seemed to be present in the emp]oyment 1tem Nonethe-» T
less, the results are presented in Table XIV These data are based on the
1031 individuals who completed the student questionnaire dnd-seem to.in- . - R

Qicate‘that a sex effect may bé/operatfng (especially in the full-time

/ .

category). ‘
"y Table XIY. Number of Hours. of Nork'per Week - . .
. e . v 7 - ' . p s -
Hours per Week % of Male Students’ .. % of Female Students ,
* None BRI ¥ 10.6% - o
F . .
Part-time (1. - 29 hours) 9:3 . 14!9 , .
- w\ J . .t . .
Full-time (30 or over) .  83.4 ‘ . 49,2 ¥ o
', - " o L
Fult-time Housewife 0 ¢ -, 25.2 X -
- 99.9%

Totals * 100%

Although the housew1fe categony\represents ap additional confound1ng effect .

the extreme]y high pércentage of ma]es who work . 30 or more hours is an im= K

v -~

- The items*of the Spring 1975 quest1onna1re have been scrut1n1zed in

3
.

order to determine if differences occurred when the data were separated on-‘ .

The results 1ndJcate that «consistent sex dtfferences .
emerged in on]y f1ve areas: (1) the 11ke11hood of tav1ng concyrrent non-:
e ’
TvC courses, TZ?TthE‘number of non-TVC credvts taken, the - -student!s grade eq§>
c R ~

point average,%£4ﬁ the*sfﬂﬂq”T?””Tﬁkeithood of complet1ng a gourse, and

L]
& M g



. \F: S \ .
. .(S)ethe amount of outside non—student.employment:p. ) T e e
” é ’ looking at these-fjndjnbs;asna wnolee two separate pictures of.spring

b - : . o ' .
1975 TV College studgnts seem to emerge The male TVC studept is taking two_
’ o/ - -«

or more convent1ona11y taught campus based courses and is ut111z1ng h1s TV

' Co]]ege courses in order to comp1ete his program as a' fulil- t1me student or _

.

a8
““T“““to acquire co]]egé cred1ts as rap1o1y as possible. In add1t1on, the ma]e

P s;udent is alsc 11ke1y to be employed fu]T t1me 1qga non- student capac1ty
S
Although the asp1rat1ons of the typ1ca1 male, are set at -a. Ve#§ high 1eve1 y

';v. his goals seem to be out of touch with rea¥1ty s1nce the pract1ca1 con- .
Y ‘ . Q—"ﬁ

stra1nts of stime, energy, and,resources Timit the.amount he can actua]]y ‘

. .

L4

' a accomp11sh In h1s dua]'ro]es as a fu]]-t1m"worker’ nd full- t1me student
r “nt may be that he is spread1ng h1mse1f too th1n——There is ltess than a 50’
% chance that a male: student will comp]ete h1s TV Co]Tege ¢ourse.. If he is .

1n the m1norrty who comp1etes his work and does reteive a grade he is not

| ¢
11ke1y to achieve at a very h1gh 1eveJ That is, “he is much more 11fe1y to

earn a grade of c or ‘D than a grade of A or B (see Tab]e XV be]owQ

’

T L . A compesjte of the TV Co]lege female a]so surfapes .The fema]e TV

" — )

College student is somewhat more d1ff1cuTt to-dep1ct than her ma]e coun- -

Lerpart, because females exhibit more variance 1n their. responses than do

[

ma]es Nonétheléss, an image does emerge. In general the fema}e subJect s

is on]y‘a part time stidknt whether by cho1ce or by econom1c, soc1a]

]

- marital, or fam111a1 constra1nts the fema]e pursues co]]ege credits at ¢

-

1ess than.a full-time rate. Less than one out of three females was concur—

vrently enro]]ed in', non- TVC cTasses Of this group, over SOV took Just one

' N »

.non- TV College course. Thus, the great majority of fema]es seem to be at-
{ s

quar1ng their college credits on a partztlme bas1s.




-

A]though there ds an amount of confusion re]at1ng to t .emn1oymen

data, over 50% of\the fema]es reported that.they were either: not worklng,

' \\ . work1ng part-time, or were full-time housewrves Th1s is not to say that

t
~

the- dut1es oL a housew1fe\fre not demdnd1ng, but rather that some of the
[\ setaede

. activities in the home can be adapted so- that a TV Co]]ege,course may st111

- >

be pursued; Thus, the typ1ca1 fema]e is @ part t?me student and s e1th9r

" a hous{-te or is empToyed on—a“part time (or 1e§s) basis. A]though there,

]
'are conf]1ct1ng demands made on Fema]e students, they dc not seem to be
opera ing to,the same degree aS$is present with male TVC sfﬁdents.‘ln

other Qbrds, their exhéctations seem to be aimed at-a more realistic level
'y " in terms of available time and;energy. Femalgs attempt quantitatively v
Y . -

‘ ) ¥ . . . [ ] .
~, : . fewer courses than"males but are qualitatively superier to them in per-
* formance 4n these classes. In other words, females may work more diligent-

1x at the1r TV class or classes becag§e\they have a'more‘reafistic chance
- e %
L] PLEP ' ' . -

. of achieving well in them. o

»

It, 1s f-lke]y %hat a fema1é"sub3ect will ,comp1ete hér TVC course for

a.qualitative grade The fema]e student is a]so Tikely 1b achieve-at a~ .

B ) h1gh level. That 1s, “she 1s much- more 1Jke1y to egrn a grade of A or B

that a grade of C or D' (see Tab]e XV) In. conclusion, the asp1rat1ona1‘“.

i

N _]eve] of the typica] TV College female may be more -in line with rea]ity

~

and more in line with avai]able t’and energy than the typical male

) . -
graphically depict the significant differences between(ma1e and female

vaédllege student. The following tables (parts 1'and 2) }hou]d serve tQ\\
. [l 14

L . TV College students in achievement-related behavior.

¢ - .

/.,
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\\\ ~Tabtle XV (13 Distribution of Raw Grades by Sex

Number Number . Number of Grades of: -~
Completing A B c.. b [ F R < W \

Females 567 313 74 16, 9 27 -2 14 238
Males 44 206 . 18 . 65 82 a1 1N 18 229
Total. 1031 519 o s s 68 13 32 . 867 s

~

*~ Table XV (2). Percentile Distribution of Grades

Percentage comple- : -
. ting course for a Percentage of Grades of:

qualitative grade’ A B 4 C D F R. "W
Females. .. 55.2% , _  13.1% 20.5 16.9 4.8 .4 2.5 42.0
Males . 44.4% 3.9 14.0 17.7 8.8 ,2.4 3.9 -49.4
Averages ~ 49.8% . 85 W3 113 6.8 1.4 32 457 - *®
These thbles graphically summirize the wery important achievement-
* related differencessbetween males and females and conclude the “induiry

into sex-related differences. The following sectiens of this paper Qi]]
1 . o
ascertain to what extenthﬁhere are differences between the subJects who

N comp \@te the quest1onna1re and those that do not.

. &

COMPLETION VERSUS NON-COMPLETION‘OF,STUDENT QUESTIONNAIRES

A good dead of the specific 1nformat1on used Fon_the p1ann1ng and

evaluat1on of T% College courses is generated by means of quest1onna1re )
- ‘* “
) 1nstruments whlch are completed by the studegts of in- progress TVC class-

. Altpough it has been intuitively-appealing to state that.widespread

d1fferences ex1st between students compTet1ng the TV College quest1onna1res

——

and those not do1ng SO (as is the cade with most se1f—rep t instruments}, )

it has not been clearly documented where and to what df@ . these differ- , ) ;-

/

ences are occurring. This sectton will desct1be somezdata‘hm1ch may pro- ,/ ' (

\ ._ . ' V o . %




ﬁ. ] ., ' ) '
~ vide. certain insights 1nto this important areé It w111 show- that these RGN
two groﬁps (i.e. those comp]et1ng the quest1onnaire versus those .not com- ’

pleting this dey1ce) tend to be highly similar with regard tp certain back-
ground characteristics but quite djssjmilarfih‘termstof'their academic ' c 7
- . % . - -
effectiveness. ', . : ' .
, “ . ~ ‘., \./ )
It was felt that a check on certain.background variables could pro--
. - ¢ . \ , ’ ) \
., vide information about thé similarities or differences between the ques-

- Y ] . v 14 .

tionnaire and nom-questfonnaire groups in terms of ~their demographic and

4 ! ' ‘

. . - . . . ] :
. " personal backgrounds. Because & the large number of individuals involved o
and the difficulty in obtainiﬁg‘dgta for those not completing the ques- (/ &

" tionnaire, on]y three'vgriables were examined. A sample of seventy sub-

- L]
”'-

Jects was random]y gglected from the populatjon of those not completing

W -.a \

) o the quest1onna}re 1nstrument. The results were computed and compared to .

those from the questionnaire populhtiop.-lt was found that'there was very

little dinergnce in the average age of the studenfs fﬁ{the twa*groups.

L

Those.students who completed the questionnaire averaged 30.6 years while

the gfbup who did not complete this &evice’averagéd 31.1 years of age.

. )

Uti]izing zib code data obtained in the 'same way, it was found that stu-

v denf% from both popu]at1ons cameé predominantly from the southwest and north-

- >

central portions &f the'city (See Figufe 1 on p. 4). F1na11y, a compq£1-

. son was made of the ratios of females to ma]es in both the QUq;tionna1re

¢ ’

and non- quest1onna1re groups. In the former, females were in the ma30r1ty

(55% to 45%), whi]e in the non-questionnaire group males outnumbered the y
z . T '

females (53% to ‘a7%).

-

A]though there appear to be some d1fferences in thg sex d1str1bu-

N / K
A : 7
tions in themtwo groups, they a’!ﬁﬁpherw1se h1gh]y similar in their ages

L] .

f !
. v
- Ny . 1
v : N
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and geograph]C 10fat10ns ublle many other categorles cou1d have béen*ex- ) S
am)ned these three do at least prov1de some»tentat1ve support to a not1on ' ;

that students in. both gnoups Ry bejqu1te sun1]ar.1n-many important ‘per- J , " . o

sonal and* demographic Sreas.’ - .
\ ' : . . . . . '
.. - ) fihile some differences have beén shown to exist-betWeen the ques-
A} \ - - .

, t1onna1re and non- qugst1onna1re groups in certa1&.background variable$, . |
‘#"‘_-' - - “ h I
: it is 1n the area of academlc effectlvenFss that str1k1\a and s1gn1f1cﬁnt T

dlfferences d&erge The following tables will. graph1ca11y 11]ustrate these L 3 N
differences. - e ’ ‘ -t o /
/ . ‘ . a ’ . =
: ' :' ‘ < ’ ", ' ‘ . ” L
. . \ TJable XVI (1): D1str1but1on of Raw Grades . j
Number of ¢ Number of Grades of‘ .o . ]
Subjects A B . C D, F R - W - .
. R ' .- [
© Questiennaire y ‘ T ) ’ : o i
- " Group * ‘ 1031 g2 181 178 68 ~13 32 467 - 3
Nén-questionnaire © _ ’ "o tay oo -
Group - 709 o 15 37 )‘4Q | 14 8 ., 13 ?82 - .
Totats 1740 107 218 218 8 . 21 45 1049

n

"

Table XVI (2) Percentile Distribution of Grades

&

p . ‘ Percentage of Grades of:Y o
Questionnaire Group A B ¢ D F. - R W '
: o 8.92 17.6 17 .6 6.6 ‘ 1.3 . %.] ©45.3
Non-questjonnaire Group 23z 5% 56 20 1.1 1.8 821 {

-

v These tentative f1nd1ngs have been replicated with the data

from the evaluations’ of Classic Theater (Duby, 1976) and the Ascent of -
Man (Duby and Giltrow, 1976). That is, the questionnaire and non-question-

naire groups were very’sTm11ar in age and geographic distribdtions. Also, - .
the two groups differed in their sex distributions in’the same way as had T
the Spring 1975 popu]ations That is, a somewhat higher: percentage of males ' .
weré represented in the non- quest1onna1re group than in the gqpestionnaire

. population.

A . . LT

s

- N "
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"quest1onna1re group was 2. 32 Thus, in termsgof grade p01nt averages thére
is 11tt§%$§fference betﬂ?en these tdt gnoups . However, in the raw and

'perc distributions, of grades [see Tabf% Xvi, pﬁrt§ (1) and (2)], dt ‘

can be seen pgﬁt there lre rea] d1fferences wh1ch are 1n\the expected d1-
. \

3 "ﬂ
rectaon 1n favor of the«quest1onna1re compietl popu]atzon T%pje XVII Lan S I

will str1k1ngTy deplct the dlfferences in course comp]etlon e(fect1veness
¥ ‘ ) R /
)

ybetween 1nd1v1dua]s in the two groups K \

~-

Number comple-

Percentaqe com-@
ting course

pleting course

.

Group Number

Questionnaire S ra L . o .
growp. 1031 = 819 po .3 g

Non- quest10nna1re ] )
group " ' 709 ' ]0.6 .

«

)

15.0%

<

If a person comp]etzj the student questipnnaire (th]s is an assrgnment .
" which is due at tHe end of the th1rd week ‘of the seMester), there is. bet-
4 .
ter than_a 50% chance that he witll f1n1sh the course with a passing grade.

Howevgr*taf a person de.nQ;VcompTete she student quest1onna1re there is-
Tess th;h a ‘one in six chance that the individual will finish the course . o)
w1th a pa551%g grade ~Thus, the completion of thet;nstﬁonnaire itself
is a very yaluab]e pred1ct1ve toobrfor forecast1ng whq wi]]-complete/the
. course. ) oL : : /

bl §
y L]

/. Thus, there are important d1fferences 1n TV College subjects not®

7
i

5 Only on the sex d1mens1on but a]so between those 1nd1v1duals who complete.

» 8

.
, )
> . .
) . A >
N - . . 3 - . M
. .
. 1
’ ) 4 . c -
! . - * N
- 2
. - &b -
. . .
.

1’ Table XVII. Course Completion Rates . . oL
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a required $tudent questibnqaire and others who do not._The previéus two .

5ect1uns represent an 1n1t1a1 attempt*to tackle an extreme]y comalex and

4 -

cr1t1ca1 area Further research may be able tebh1gh11ght the mot1vataons,

pergonal character1st1cs, and background variables which ,can effect1ve1y

\Y

i d1st1ngu1sh betweah successfu] and unsuccessfu] TV Co11ege performances

3

It-is fe]t that th’ area ho]ds great prom1$e for futre research and

&

represents* a potentlatly.y,able means of 1mpr0v1ng TV College serv1ces.]

’ . . -

® ’ , o

STUDENT REACTIONS, COMMENTS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS
~ . R - . r
The following section will describe students' reactions, impres wons ,

)

and criticisms with regard'to the four Spring 1975 course offering% A

compos1te of these reactions will be dé§1cted by means of a series of

Likert-type scales. That is, the f1nd1ngs for’ each of the courses have been

E

computed and averaged While there were some 1nd1v1dua1 ddfferences be-

tween the F0ur courses, they re, in general, quite s1m11a; The fq'

1ow1ng results cou]d be qsed to prov1de one type of baseline data aga1nst .

whieh to €ompare and Judge the results from any given TV Co]]eggncourse

Student resnonses have been averaged -and the mean score will b ] 'F

]u;trated by an‘ﬁster1g§ on eaﬁh respectlve sca]e ‘It shoutd be;>,. -~ red
[N=the

) . . -

“ces between those tompleti
to the development andtes
mula.**M{s_index has. béen extremely successful ‘in initial trials of its

"~ ability.te “forecast fipal wrttdrawal.

(see Duby+& Giltrow, in press);qgaagp N R
. N . "- s D '\.. *
. L. ’ .. = *

“that the fo]10w1hg represent the average of the fogpfcourses

numger of 1nd1V1duals who answered that particular iteh; X = the mean or:

~

‘average.] . - ‘- . t . ' .

- ne 1 “ v

:

.
~
. - . * -
(& LR . ’ ) | !
\ . . i 2
. . b ., ]
(A « . . . 'k ¢
4 - * 4 4 -

and not compTet}hg‘the questiongaire has-led

L The iderrtifioa%n of 1mpo,rtant sex differences and’ dtfferen-
t®g of a T\ College withdrawal prediction for-

ires for a gLven TV College courseh

H \ ]
* . RN
. i . A
= . a
/‘ . . 4 e-% . . \
[
s / - y/
’° o 4 . 2' . - . l} 3
» t . \ 3 =
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I~ SEEN¢ .
- ) * 5 - < B
A. In-generdl, the course is: {N ¥ 1023) X ¥3.52 ,
~ very dull ‘ very stimulating
e PR S TR . I S S S
» ' \
' B.LVisuals, diagrags, film®lips: (N = 1004) X = 2.87
too few ) . " - too many
- . * M '
" SAPOTE DUV S OSSR W Y S - .
y ¥ N e . - ‘ . . .
3 & N ’
C. Academically, the course is: (N = 1022) X = 3.20
not challenging ' ' too challenging
_____ 1_____----_-_2--__-----_--3-?.’.‘--------..4'__--____--__,r,--_____
4 - .
- . <, . ) R -, ) ,
+D."The pace of the program”is: (N = 1021) X = 3.26
. .( ., too,slow =~ * - . o . . i - .,}\Fgo fast
\}Z/ R A S S U T Bocommme oIS
.' . /‘q . N S , . L
E. I woyld rate the in'si'juctor: (N = 102{6) X = 3.99 ’
- . " poor .. excellent
v N . . , . N f‘k Yo )
; ---:-1;--: -------- mlmmmmmmme——a 3-------77-_--4------‘----7—5 -------
N/ L[4 . h. ’ ’ 4 ./.’.
. . ) * “ ) ! - -
F.'I have found the textbook:- (N 1000) * X = 3.55 .
$ . B .
poor - . ~ excellent
. A ¥t 3/ . - .
+ . ~ R * ’ <
----- Ry B AN oSSR RO SO
L 3 ~
+ N
. . vl e . \ ,
y . G. I have found\.the‘study guide: (N = 1017) .X = 3.85
,'pdor : L ot o "excellent
T ]--.s _________ 2 ________ ‘____3 _____ '_\\“_‘__t_A__________.-_s ------- By
: .‘ , )
-~ A #' o -.’ . ° g L4
»( a » o-» ?- . " ¢ *
’ ' ) % : d . .! = [

-
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]ike'to see offered by TV C lege. The following list represents, the types
| ° of c¢ourses beigg requ sted most often, Beéause'of the wide variance in
spec1f1c names and numbers\gf courses asked for, the categories presented
here are quite general in nature. N . . )
/- . . Numper of requests ) N
More English courses . 102 \ ¢
More Business courses. ” . 96 . .
Biology courses # T 59 - -
Psychology courses . 58 . - _
More Mathematics courses - 29 -
Accounting courses = ' ‘ 23
' Art courses . -_ 20" -
History course$ .- . 20 )
F\ Humanities ’ .20
' Law Enforcement . 20
Spanish courses . . - 1%
' Literature courses . 14‘
N “More Child Development Courses 13
More Economics courses » - 12
Physical Seience courses A 11 .
g o Education courses : oo _ Q>- T
> * Secretarial Skthls . ) 9
I , Social|Sciences : 8 '
b Music .courses- . 7 ~
‘Bustness Law courses ' - 6. @ ) R
;o ‘ . - ! i R
R - . Students were asked to comment on any aspect of their course or-any
‘ " ' aspect of the services provided by TV CP]]egef The following with summarize
¢ s > - ! * .
and describe these remarks. 414 of the: ™31 individyals who completed. the
‘questionnairés made comments, observations, or recomﬁendations.(40.2%),
) . . .
’ . The remarks have been shortened but should still contain the heart of the
C co@ment madg by the subjects. The number of times a.particu1ar comment: . .
" was made will foiTow éach?étatement. ' . . . o .
- o .
"The coursé isgood, very good, or excelleﬁ? (N 59) . .- LT
_— TV €ollege is a_great idea, and a- velry. good method 47y ) ‘ ‘

-Change viewing dates or times 40 make them more convenient, (4f) .
. Thé Tessons are presented toq rapidly (i.e. ‘the pace is tco fj st) (41)

" 1 had difficulty in obta1n1ng mater1als, especiglly text (36

(cont1nued) ;




You need a wider selection of courses (29) .

: ~ The instructor is veny ~good or excellent (28) -
.~ You should .répeat courses at night (20) . :
: Prgp¥ems expérienced in registration (14) . ‘ .
. Instructor shauld note when assignments are due, (9)
4 J Diagrams and Visuals are presented too rapidly (9)
Difficulty with TV coursés is- that you can't disuss ideas or ask quest1ons

- when they come up (9}
Text is unclear or too difficult (9)
Instructor makes too many assumpt1ons about what we know and doein't
- . s gGlarify-enough (6) .
: Study Unljmited is very helpful (6) ’
" More time and days are needed to call and or have cqnferences with the
v instructor (6) ) ) L.
In&tructor is> too fast (5)
Conferences %hould be moved from Loop campus (5)
_ Need an outline or syllabus to foellow (5) »>
- Improve quality of visuals (4)
. Tesfﬁng shouTd be available at all campuses (4)
o Course is tod difficult (4)
\ .~ ' Study guide is very good or’ excellent (3)
4 Lessons’ are bgring apd need to be made more st1mu1at1ng (3)
Homework is very demand1ng (3) 7
-Too many forms to fiTl out (3) e ‘
Classes shoutd be lengthened (3) ‘
Need to better integrate text,#class, and homework (3) .
= Feedback from tests would be nice, (2) . \ ‘
Text "is excellent (1) s
Registration by mail was a pleasure (1) ,
' Include more practice tests (1) . E L
1 Need to show moré examples (1) ‘
Need a break- in the middle of the course (1)
Diagrams are excellent (1) . ©
TV station needs improvement (1) .
. Need students -in studio to. ask Questions (1)

*

~

*” . . s
¥4 )
L8
. . SAMPLE STUDIES. AND CONCLUSIONS  *
. C . - .
One nUrpose of survey-type research is to.pfovide a type of baseline
data. Anothen is to brovide a springboard uﬁbpawhdch'further research can
' be effect1Ve1y 1aunched To these ends, thié baper has been qu1te success-
) fu] ‘A great dea] of data has been generated to certain ends, however,
o 4
many more questions‘have been raised. In ‘the fpi]owing section, a number
N . A
of ‘these research issues will be investigated.™ ' .
- ” '- q + . 1 . ‘ . . .’“l ;(
L' i ot '. ~ i " .
o . \'. Lot N 30 M
~ N /“ -
# - .




Jects who composed the samples in each of the fo]lowing analyses. F1ve .

- with black and wh1te sets (because all programs\are presented -in -
co]or)’ ' ‘ : ‘

~

%

level than students who are exper1enc1ng the1r f1rst v Co]]eg

class? - *
< ) N \\
S I 7
, > . 1s‘Results2 . ’ ‘
Study #: Coldr T versus black and white TV. T ' é
A stratified random sample of 80 1nd1v1duals with black and white- ?
\
' “sets and 80 individuals with,colon‘jgtg were selected. The following re- - i
sults were found: - REE ‘ ‘
: G.pAL G.P.A. Course Comple on Rat1o S
’ . ' " * /’%VA L o'— . 1
/ Black and white sets 2.18 1.05  37/80 or 46.3% -
I * - A -
. Color sets 2.58 .976 38/80 or 47.5%. = .. 1
/, { ‘ R s . ) . 4 R - . ]‘
‘ . 1 ’ 1
L . . tw .
. ! In thﬁs techn1que edUaT numbers of males and fema1e§ are ran- -
. ‘domly selected from each of the feur classes. i , . '
2 For eaph of the studies the following are used: X = meaﬁ or . ‘°' ‘1'°
average G.P.A.,based on a 4.0 scale; o = sigma or the standard deviat1on ©t .
based on the 4.0 grade point average scale; the course completion ratio /-
refers to the number of people who achiéve a qualitative grade of A,8,C, -
orD div1ded by the entire student population. * o, .
‘e - ’ : ) A v ,
¢ ¢ ' ; .
o31 4 P . *

'Y . -~



.fhat is,
he type
by\grdte

point averagg.‘
/‘ .

L}

there is no significant difference in.achievement with regard to
LN - ) - -

.

L3

1

) ) ."\ |} .
* The results of a t-test at

J

-

.29

\

—_—

’ . Ve |
the .05 Tevel were not significant.

'of'tefevision set employed bv TV College students, as measurd@

o to adequatelyﬁea] with th1s 1ssue// -

"Veteraps versus non- veterans ] .

¢

ause of the type of 1nformat1on which was available for this study,

Study ¥2:

Nr1ght coyleges weresselected The non-random and non-stratified sampLe
1 A

cons1sted of ]16 veterans and 130 mon-veterans. The follow1ng results

.were found: . G.P.A. G.P.A. - Course Completion i
/ ' - X ‘ Ratio -
' 'S L (o} )
. v ‘ ‘
Veterans 2.17 .920 56/116 or 48.3%
“f . Nenwveteranst 3.00 ,  .914 ' 67/130 or 51.5%

. n \ ) "
The results of a t=Test at fhe .05 level weré:statistically signifi-

'the practical significarce ofsthese results must be dues:
<
t1oned because of the conﬁound1ng effects of sex. A mych-higher percentage

'cant \however

-~ .

of females were_ 1nc1uded in the ndh—veteran group “and it has been shown

|
above th{t females performed more effect1ve1y than did thejr male counter-

parts. Thus, it 1s 1mposs1b1e to determine whether veterans (basically

.

. 3
ma]esf achieve at a higher or lower 1eve1 than comparable (male) non-

veterans A w1der ~olection of comparable contro\ subJects must be found

*

Ny .

.- -

o <
Study #3: Students under the age of 18 versus those o\der than age 18.

-

\ghere Were very few individuals who fel] into the under 18 cate-

gory, 50 the entire group of twenty individuals ‘was used as the sample.

3,

4




This population was compared to a stratified random sample of forty in-

J

dividuals from the bver 48 age group. The.following results were found: °,

- . d . }]
' . " G.P.A;  G.P.A.  Coursé Completion
. ,_7( “..'1 s Ratio
Under 18 years qid 2.75 -.1.02 12/20 or 60%. .
Over 18 years old .2.50 ~ .923 ~21/40 0; 52.5%
- - - ¥ / ) ' ', - ?

.
1

. The results of the t-test at the .05 level were npt significant.

-

] _That is, there were no significant differences in-achievement, as measured
N . . @ Fa v -

. - \ :
by G.P.A., with regard tg/fhe over/under 18 year old distipction. ) AR
Study #4: Tape recording. versus not recording. ' ) L
‘ Three stratified random samples of individuals were selected for this
-stydy. 68 individua]s who had taped a]] the'1essons, 80 individua]s who
had taped some of the 1essons, and 80 who hadn't taped any were randomly

seTe¢ted from their respective popu]at1ons The following results\yere
\‘\ — L p ) -
- found: . . "

AL, G.P.A. Course Completion
o Ratio

4 — - —_

> 0

. 2
. ‘ =,
—. . .

- Always taped TVC lessons 2.63 .907  32/68 or 47.1%
Some®imes tapeq TVC Tessons " 2.43 .01 - , 39/80 or J8-8%
© " Never taped TVC lessons 2.53 " 929  '47/80 or 58,8% .

- LS
- o

The results.of 3 t-test at the .05 1eve1 were not statistically -

1

) 51gn1f1cant (the w1dest d1fference was chosen as-the subJect for the t-

.

» tgst) Thus, theré appears "to be. n:e:;:;izgncé insachievenent, as measured

by G.P.A.,between people who tape the lessons and those who do not. .

= ) / \ \

. . . . p
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t ’ . ‘u v . . ) )
Study #5: College experience versus figst college exposure. .

A3
»

A stratified random sample of 8Q individuals was selected .for whom
the- 1975 class rebqpsented the first college gxperienée. Likewise, 80

. students were randomly selected who had had previous college training. J

w

. . : 7

‘The following Pesu]ts.wefé found: .

G.PIA. -

6.P.A.  Course Completion
X o " Ratio ) C o
. First College 2.35 1.01 28/80 or 35.0%
- 2.44 934

Previous Experience *42/80 or 52.5%

. " The results of the i-tgst/at.the .05 1evei weré«not significaﬁt.

! That'is,'thgre is no signiﬁfcant difference. in achievement, as measured
by grade-point aierage,'with_regard to previous college experience. How-
ever, it-should Be néteq that a si;eab]e difference otcurredlbetween the -
two groups in their course ;omb]eijon rates. Thi$ f{ndihg would séem to
indicate that some of the less persistent meﬁbers‘o} ghe group with éo]—'

lTege experiince have weeded themse]vgs out or se]%-sélegted themse}veﬁfout

of TV Coltege courses (or college in general).

. These studies coq;]ude Ehe present paper. This survey has atfempted
to provide a sé]ectien‘of'data which éddresses a large number of issues.
These data have been vieweq in a wide variety of wayb from a number of
s \dijjgrent perspectiveg. Distinctions have'begn”drawh%ﬁeﬁﬁgen those stu- ‘

:dents who completed the questionnaire aﬁd thdse who.did not. A -number of
differéﬁliation§ were madel upon-sex-related 11né§3 Also,’an.attempt was
made to summarize the students’ comments and-react{on§,about the courses

of fered dﬁr{ng/the Spring 1975 semester. Finally, a number of small studies

have been completed to shed light on some interesting and potentially

’

.
.

4
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, APPFNDI)( " ¥ .
© . L Student Questionnaire : ,
Name S ‘Female Male . Age' __ Home Zip Code
- . hd -~ “ < ’
! 7 Assignment #1: TV College -;SfWS\]WS . - ,
Please ma@ this questionnaire to. TV C61]ege in'the e e]ope_,npro- )
,.._vided no More than 24 hours after vigwTng Legson 67 . -
"‘ L Part 1 ' 7 { "
i ‘¢ 1. Course: v . . 7. How many coHege credits diqd
___a. Business 101 ’ . you have before this semester? -
___b. Child .Development 101 . S« __a. None ‘ -
___c. Economics 201 4 ' _b.1 - ]g . R
N . ___d. Mathematics A1 . ._€C:16 - 30
' 4 . __d. 31 - 45
2. 1 am registered at: " a __e. 46 - 60
___ Kennedy-K#g ) ! ___f. over 60 )
___Loope . - g. AA - -
~ Malcoln® ~—_h. BA - ~
___ Mayfair i. MA : ' _
____Olive-Harvey X T -
—___Southwgst ) ' * 8. If you, registered for TV C81lege .
___ Wright : . at a campus, check appropriate §
- ‘ . T statement:” . |
© 3. Mark the appropriate item: | .. __.ho problems with registration _ |
a. I plan to finish the cougg/ ___minor snags and irritations |
b. I plan to withdraw from the ___registration was a disaster |
. course ’ . -
. I plan to withdray from . 10. Do you watch this course on a
college ' , .“ color TV set most of the t“nme” ‘
: ' ' : Yes No ) -
4. Are you.enrolled in non-TV -
College courses?Yes - No_, : 11. Do you tape record the lgssons
: i i W for later rev,ew”' N
*5. How many credits other than / S Yes  No Sometimes -
‘ ~ . TV College are you taking i
{ . - this semester? Non-TVC 12. Were you a contributing member
credits A to Channel 11/WTTW in 19747 -
T ‘ Yes No . .
* 7 . 6. How many ‘hours/week do you '
work? ' :
a. None ‘ . NOTE v COHEQe is not part of .
. 1-9 Channel 11. Your tuition and
——c' 10 - 20 ' ‘ v ) taxes pay for all costs. This.
. TTd. 20 - 29 : o ' ] . question is for our 1nforma- B
TTe..30 - 40 . . . tion only. i
__f. more than 40 ..
9. full-time housewife _ “ie _
¢ _
--------------_..--_-_-..----_..---_-____-_-.._----_-.'..".".‘ ................... .
» ) ) ' L. .
(
J . : ]
36 - .

) .
b e g v ————— ey “ . ST - —gr e - o o e
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' - . Part TI
------- Ind1cdte your respoﬁie ‘to the following scales by circling —me———
thekapproprﬂate number along each of the liges.
vl , ‘ RS . Y ’
13. In general, the course .s: 17. } would rate the instructor:
very very . r'
dull . . stimulating poor . excelle
| 2 3 4 5 : R 3 4 5
’ o ¢ - /
14. V1suals--d1a9rams, film clips: 18. 1 have found the textbook:
, too few © too many poor _* _excellent
f kY N
1 2 N 5 1 2 3 4 5
15. Academically, the course is: . 19. I have found the study guide:
not too . Y -
challenging o challenging poor . excellent ’
- L "
12 37 - 4 5 1 2 3 4 5 ' .
16. The pace 6f the programs is: 20. What courses--credit and non-
credit--would you like TV’
:?gw . fzgg College to offer?
o 2 3. 4 5 ‘ — .
—- L - " \
. ) Y " . o

21. Please give us any additional comments, suggestions, or criticisms you .
may have in the space below or on the back of the page.-The information you
provide is used to imprqve our services and the quality of the courses.
Thank you for your cooperat1on Do not hesitate to inform us of any d1ff1-
culties with our services to you. .Comments : .




